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Mr. President, I yield the floor and
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———
MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate go
into a period of morning business for
the Senator from New Jersey to speak.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Under the previous order, the Sen-
ator from New Jersey is recognized for
30 minutes.

The

——
GUN VIOLENCE

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I
am going to continue discussing the
issue we were talking about earlier. In
my earlier remarks, while talking
about trade, we talked about the value
of trade with the sub-Saharan nations,
whose economic subjugation created
all kinds of problems. We talked about
the economic strangulation that pre-
sents so many problems and creates vi-
olence and corruption and lawlessness
in some of these countries. We are hop-
ing that this trade can suppress those
differences and that violence.

I was making the point that we in
this country have a problem of our own
regarding gun violence, which is very
detrimental to the harmonious func-
tioning within our society. We have
these huge differences between those
who think that ‘‘guns unlimited”
ought to be the rule. I had the oppor-
tunity to hear a brilliant author, Gary
Wills, talk about why it is that people
distrust Government. One of the issues
he brings up—and I am paraphrasing
some here—is that when people see
that violence pervades our society, we
have to have some sense of a regula-
tion. He pointed out that if we didn’t
have regulations on our highways,
highway safety programs, our system
would be rendered useless because peo-
ple would be afraid to go out on the
highways because of the mayhem it
would create.

I think it is a fairly simple thing to
understand that if you were able to
drive as fast as you wanted on either
side of the road, we would be Killing
and maiming one another. I don’t un-
derstand why it is that we can’t have
some sensible gun violence control in
this country, some regulation. Why is
this one part of our society so exempt
from any kind of sensible regulation
that says a person who wants to buy a
gun ought to be qualified physically
and emotionally to do so, and that if
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they want to buy a gun they ought not
have any history of violent behavior?

I wrote legislation regarding spousal
abuse. I said anybody convicted of a
misdemeanor for spousal abuse ought
not to be able to own a gun. I had ter-
rific resistance in this place. I could
not get it through, really. Finally, we
got it through as a piece of legislation
on a budget.

What has happened in 3% years?
Well, 33,000 people who are not quali-
fied by virtue of violence against a
spouse or their children—domestic
abusers—have been prevented from get-
ting guns, where maybe they pointed a
gun at somebody and said, ‘“‘If you
don’t listen to me, I will blow your
brains out.” I think it was a positive
measure.

The Brady bill was fought tooth and
nail before it was passed. The Brady
bill gave Government time to check
out these individuals who are applying
for guns or gun ownership at such a
prolific rate that we ought to have
some measure of control. Well, after a
long debate and a lot of suffering, had
Jim Brady, who was shot while an at-
tempt was made on the life of Presi-
dent Reagan, not wheeled himself
around the Capitol, it never would have
passed.

What was the effect of the Brady
bill—the thing the gun lobby was so
afraid of that would ‘“‘impair freedom”?
Baloney, as we say. Well, 500,000 people
were prevented from getting guns,
thank the Lord. What would have hap-
pened? Those 500,000 people who were
not qualified either by virtue of per-
sonal characteristics, background, a
tendency toward violence, or trouble,
could have gotten guns. Thank good-
ness they were not able to get guns.

We wonder whether or not, with a
Million Moms March imminent on
Mother’s Day, anybody thinks mothers
are clamoring to leave their homes and
march in protest because they have
nothing better to do on Mother’s Day.
That is the most revered holiday, next
to Christmas, that we have in our soci-
ety. It is when people flock to see
moms. I know my children want to see
their mother. My grandchildren want
to see their mother. A lot of them in
my family will be out there marching
because they are sick and tired of wor-
rying about whether or not their chil-
dren, when they go to school to learn,
to sing, to play, to make friends, are
going to get shot, are going to get as-
saulted, are going to get Kkilled or
wounded in such a way that they never
recover. That doesn’t only mean those
who were hit with a bullet. It means
friends who saw their classmates at
Columbine lying down and trying to
crawl out windows to get away from
the madness, in fear for their lives.

What was the impact of that
throughout the school? Did the wound-
ing stop with those hit with a bullet?
Or do those wounds go on forever?

7713

Some lost friends who were 16 and 17
years old—Kkids in the prime of life.
Those wounds will last forever. So it is
not only those who are involved in the
fracas; it is everybody—all of us across
the country.

Look at the physical cost: metal de-
tectors, guards, cameras, rigid proc-
esses for transportation. It costs a for-
tune. Frankly, I think we should just
put a lid on this proliferation of guns
and stop the unlicensed gun dealers
from selling guns and not asking any
questions of the buyer—‘‘buyers anony-
mous’”’—at gun shows across the coun-
try. If you want to buy guns, just put
your money down, brother, and you can
have all the guns you want and walk
away. You could be one of the 10 most
wanted criminals in the United States
on the FBI's Ten Most Wanted list.
Even if they recognize you, they have
no obligation in the States that don’t
have control because the Federal Gov-
ernment doesn’t have it all; they are
under no obligation to say, hey, we
know you are sought after. We know
you are a criminal.

There are no rules. We ought to stop
that and we ought to make a pledge to
the mothers who are going to be out
there on Sunday that we are going to
do something about it, instead of sit-
ting on our hands over a year since
Columbine. It is almost a year now
since we passed the gun show loophole
closure in this body and sent it over to
the House as part of a conference. That
is what we do here. The House and the
Senate confer and they try to agree on
a bill. They don’t want to act on it.
The action is no action. That inaction
is the rule because they don’t want to
bring up the gun issue. It is too sen-
sitive. It might be too offensive to the
NRA. It might be too offensive to the
gun lobby. We are saying, no, we have
to do something about it. The least
thing we are going to do today is offer
a resolution and, we hope, get it
passed.

We ask those on the other side who
won’t join us to stand up in front of the
American public and say: I don’t think
you are entitled to send your child to a
safe school; you have to run the risk.
After all, guns are more important
than my kids or my grandchildren. I
can tell you that the so-called ‘‘free-
dom to own a gun and maim people,”
and the Constitution says you are al-
lowed to shoot at anybody you want to,
is not a matter—in the wildest imagi-
nation—of the second amendment.

Mr. President we have a limit of
time. How much time do I have re-
maining?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. AL-
LARD). The Senator has 20 minutes.

Mr. LAUTENBERG. I want to give as
much time as my colleague from New
York needs, not more than 7 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New York.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I
thank my colleague from New Jersey
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